APPLICATION FOR FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE
Revised 4/99 C 5 ) ' D

IMPORTANT: Please consult the “Instructions for Completing the Project Application” for assistance in
completion of this form.

SUBDIVISION: CITY OF SILVERTON CODE# 061-72522

DISTRICT NUMBER:_2 _ COUNTY: Hamilton DATE09/13/99

CONTACT: _DAVID M. EMERICK, P.E. PHONE # (513) _791 - 1700 _¢rut rrosect contact

PERSON SHOULD BE THE INDIVIDUAL WHO WILL BE AVAILABLE ON A BAY-TO-DAY BASISDURING THE APPLICATION REVIEW AND SELECTION PROCESS
AND WHO CAN DEST ANSWER OR COORDINATE THE RESPONSE TO QUESTIONS)

FAX (513) 791-1936 E-MAIL_demerick(ccds-assoc.com

PROJECT NAME: STEWART ROAD DRAINAGE IMPROVEMENTS

SUBDIVISION TYPE FUNDING TYPE REQUESTED PROJECT TYPE
{Cheek Only 1) {Check All Requested & Enter Amount) {Check Larpest Compenent}
___L County X 1. Grant $465.600.00 x 1. Road
X 2. City _ 2. Loan § __2. Bridge/Culvert
___3. Township _ 3, Loan Assistance § __3. Water Supply
__ 4. Village __4. Wastewater
5. Water/Sanitary District __5. Salid Waste
(Section 6119 O.R.C.} __&. Stormwater
TOTAL PROJECT COST:$ 582.000.00 FUNDING REQUESTED:$ 465.600.00

DISTRICT RECOMMENDATION
To be completed by the District Committee ONLY

GRANT:S_465.600.00 LOAN ASSISTANCE:$
SCIP LOAN: § RATE: % TERM: yrs.
RLP LOAN: § RATE: % TERM: yrs.

{Check Only 1)
_X State Capital Improvement Program __ Small Government Program
__Local Transportation Improvements Program

FOR OPWC USE ONLY

PROJECT NUMBER: C /C APPROVED FUNDING: §

Local Participation % Loan Interest Rate: Yo
OPWC Participation % Loan Term: years

Project Release Date: __ / [/ Maturity Date:

OPWC Approval: Date Approved: /[

SCIP Loan RLP Loan
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PROJECT FINANCIAL INFORMATION

PROJECT ESTIMATED COSTS:

{Round to Nearest Dollar)

Basic Engineering Services:

Preliminary Design 5

Final Design b

Bidding 3
S

Construction Phase

Additional Engineering Services
*Identify services and costs below.

Acquisition Expenses:
Land and/or Right-of-Way

Construction Costs:

Equipment Purchased Directly:
Permits, Advertising, Legal:

(Or Interest Costs for Loan Assistance
Applications Only)

Construction Contingencies:

TOTAL ESTIMATED COSTS:

*List Additional Engineering Services here:
Service:

b Y]

.00
. 00
. 00
.00

Cost:

FORCE ACCOUNT
TOTAL DOLLARS DOLLARS

3 00

A .00
3 00
3 529,598.00
$ .00
3 00
3 52.402.00
5 582.,000.00
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1.3

PROJECT FINANCIAL RESOURCES:

{Round to Nearest Dollar and Percent)

DOLLARS
Local In-Kind Contributions h .00
Local Revenues $ 58,200.00
Other Public Revenues $ 00
OoDoT b .00
Rural Development s .00
OEPA g .00
OWDA 3 00
CDBG b .00
OTHER MRF (2000) $ 58.200.00

SUBTOTAL LOCAL RESOURCES: $_ 116.400.00

OPWC Funds

1. Grant 3 465.600.00
2. Loan 5 .00
3. Loan Assistance 3 .00

SUBTOTAL OPWC RESOURCES:S___ 465.600.00

TOTAL FINANCIAL RESOURCES:$__582,000.00

AVAILABILITY OF LOCAL FUNDS:

Attach a statement signed by the Chief Financial Officer listed in section 5.2 certifying all local share
funds required for the project will be available on or before the earliest date listed in the Project

Schedule section.

ODOT PID# Sale Date:

Yo

|

10%

[y

0%

20%

80%

|

STATUS: (Check one)
Traditional
Local Planning Agency (LPA)
State Infrastructure Bank
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PROJECT INFORMATION

If project is multi-jurisdictional, information must be consolidated in this section.

PROJECT NAME: STEWART ROAD DRAINAGE IMPROVEMENTS

BRIEF PROJECT DESCRIPTION - (Sections A through C):

Al SPECIFIC LOCATION:
/

Stewart Road, in the City of Silverton, from 3150 ft. south of the I-71 northbound off ramp to 850 ft.
north of the I-71 southbound on-ramp (7800 LF), Hamilton County, Ohio. No work will be
performed within the I-71 limited access right of way limits. (4125 LF)

PROJECT ZIP CODE: _45236

B: PROJECT COMPONENTS:

Provide a substantially new storm drainage system perl--January 1994 plans developed by CDS
Associates, Inc. for Hamilton County.

Replace most existing inlets with CB-3 catch basins with vane grates. Add inlets, catch basins, and
storm conduit where necessary to provide proper drainage capacity, At all existing CB-3 catch
basins install vane grates and rebuild tops.

Provide [-:2A-12 or I-2A-20 inlets where the spread of the stormwater runoff is a problem along the
street.

Replace or abandon all existing inadequate storm conduit. Clean remaining existing storm conduits.
Replace any broken or cracked conduits. Extend all conduits westward to the Duck Creek. Provide
erosion pratection at all outlets,

Remove and replace curb and gutters for the entire length of the project at a raised elevation to
control storm water flow and direct it to inlets.

Replace 48" culvert headwall north of 1-71 & install bollard trash rack. Provide grouted rock
channel protection at 9'x12' concrete box outlet. At 14'x10" box culvert, improve channel upstream
by relocating existing rock channel protection onto outer banks. Provide grouted rock channel
protection at outlet to help stop scouring. Provide guardrail at this location to protect cars.

C: PHYSICAL DIMENSIONS / CHARACTERISTICS:

Stewart road is an arterial, which feeds commuting traffic onto I-71. The existing pavement outside
the I-71 right of way is two lanes and has a total width of 30 ft from back of curb to back of curb.
Stewart Road has been overlaid recently with no milling of the existing asphalt. The total project
length is 3150 ft. south of I-71 and 850 fi. north of I-71.

D: DESIGN SERVICE CAPACITY:

Detail current service capacity vs. proposed service level,

The Average Daily Traffic (ADT) on Stewart Road north of the ramp to I-71 southbound
was 10,500 vehicles per 1991, Hamilton County machine count.

Road or Bridge: Current ADT _10.500  Year: 1991 Projected ADT: Year: 2000

Water/Wastewater: Based on monthly usage of 7,756 gallons per household, attach current rate
ordinance. Current Residential Rate; § Proposed Rate: §

Stormwater: Number of households served:

USEFUL LIFE / COST ESTIMATE: Project Useful Life: 20 Years

Attach Registered Professional Engineer's statement, with original seal and signature confirming the
project's useful life indicated above and estimated cost.

4



3.0 REPAIR/REPLACEMENT or NEW/EXPANSION:

TOTAL PORTION OF PROJECT REPAIR/REPLACEMENT 5 582.,000.00

TOTAL PORTION OF PROJECT NEW/EXPANSION 3 .00

4.0 PROJECT SCHEDULE: *

BEGIN DATE END DATE
4.1  Engineering/Design: 01/31/00 06/30/00
4.2 Bid Advertisement and Award: 11/01/00 11/30/00
4.3 Construction: 12/15/00 06/30/01
4.4  Right-of-Way/Land Acquisition: 06/01/00 11/17/00

* Failure to meet project schedule may result in termination of agreement for approved projects. Modification of dates must
be requested in writing by the CEC of record and approved by the commission once the Project Agreement has been executed.
The project schedule should be planned around receiving a Project Agreement on or about July 1st.

5.0 APPLICANT INFORMATION:

5.1 CHIEF EXECUTIVE

OFFICER Mr. David Waltz
TITLE Municipal Administrator
STREET City of Silverton

6860 Plainfield Road
CITY/ZIP City of Silverton, Ohio 45236
PHONE (513) 936-6240
FAX (513)936-6247
E-MAIL

5.2 CHIEF FINANCIAL

OFFICER Mr. Mark Quarry
TITLE Clerk

6860 Plainfield Road
CITY/ZIP City of Silverton, Ohio 45236
PHONE (513) 936-6240
FAX (513) 936-6247
E-MAIL

5.3 PROJECT MANAGER Mr. David M. Emerick, P.E.

TITLE City Engineer
STREET CDS Associates, Inc.

11120 Kenwood Road
CITY/ZIP Cincinnati, Qhio 45242
PHONE (513) 791-1700
FAX (513) 791-1936
E-MATL demerick(@cds-assoc.com

Changes in Project Officials must be submitted in writing from the CEOQ.



6.0 ATTACHMENTS/COMPLETENESS REVIEW:

Confirm in the blocks [ |} below that each item listed is attached.

[x] A certified copy of the legislation by the governing body of the applicant authorizing a designated
official to sign and submit this application and execute contracts. This individual should sign under 7.0,

Applicant Certification, below,

[x] A certification signed by the applicant’s chief financial officer stating all local share funds required for
the project will be available on or before the dates listed in the Project Schedule section. If the
application invelves a request for loan (RLP or SCIP), a certification signed by the CFO, which
identifies a specific revenue source for repaying the loan also, must be attached. Both certifications can
be accomplished in the same letter.

[x}] A registered professional engineer’s detailed cost estimate and useful life statement, as required in 164-1-
13, 164-1-14, and 164-1-16 of the Ohio Administrative Code. Estimates shall contain an engineer’s
original seal or stamp and signature.

[N/A] A cooperation agreement (if the project involves more than one subdivision or district) which identifies
the fiscal and administrative responsibilities of each participant.

[N/A] Projects which include new and expansion components and potentially affect productive farmiand
should include a statement evaluating the potential impact. If there is a potential impact, the Governor’s
Executive Order 98-VII and the OPWC Farmland Preservation Review Advisory apply.

[x] Capital Improvements Repart: (Required by O.R.C. Chapter 164.06 on standard form)

[x] Supporting Documentation: Materials such as additional project description, photographs, economic
impact (temporary and/or full time jobs likely to be created as a result of the project), accident reports,
impact on school zones, and other information to assist your district committee in ranking your project.
Be sure to include supplements, which may be required by your local District Public Works Integrating
Committee.

7.0 APPLICANT CERTIFICATION:;

The undersigned certifies that: (1) he/she is legaily authorized to request and accept financial assistance from the Ohio
Public Works Commission; (2) to the best of his/her knowledge and belief, all representations that are part of this
application are true and correet; (3) all official documents and commitments of the applicant that are part of this
application have been duly authorized by the governing body of the applicant; and, (4) should the requested financial
assistance be provided, that in the execution of this project, the applicant wiil comply with all assurances required by
Ohio Law, including those involving Buy Ohio and prevailing wages.

Applicant certifies that physical construction on the project as defined in the application has NOT begun, and will not
begin until a Project Agreement on this project has been executed with the Ohio Public Works Commission. Actien to
the contrary will result in termination of the ngreement and withdrawal of Ohio Public Works Commission funding of

the project.

David Waltz, Municipal Administrator
Certifying Representative (Type or Print Name and Title)

\, = .
N AT \J\:j P 9-16-99
dignature/Date Signed N

S~
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The City of
lverton

BUSINESS: 513-936-6240
FAX: 513-936-6247

6860 PLAINFIELD ROAD
SILVERTON, OHIO 45236

September 16, 1999

Ohio Public Works Commission
65 East State Street, Suite 312
Columbus, OH 43215

To Whom It May Concern:

This is to certify that the City of Silverton has $58,200.00 in the street maintenance fund for our
portion of the Stewart Road Drainage Improvement Project.

: Sincerely,

Monte 3. Qma

Mark J. Quarry
Clerk

MIQ/js



RESOLUTION NO. 99-322

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE MUNICIPAL ADMINISTRATOR
TO SUBMIT APPLICATION TO
AND TO ENTER INTO CONTRACT
WITH THE OHIO PUBLIC WORKS COMMISSION
FOR STATE CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (SCIP) FUNDS

BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Silverton, Ohio, four (4) members elected
thereto concurring;

Section L. That the Municipal Administrator is hereby authorized to submit to the Ohio Public
Works Commission application for 2000 SCIP funding of the following project:

Stewart Road Drainage Improvements

Section II. The Municipal Administrator is further authorized to enter into contract with the Ohio
Public Works Commission for the funding of the aforesaid project should SCIP funding
be provided for this project.

Section IIT. This Resolution shall take effect and be in force after the earliest period allowable by
law.

PASSED this 16th day of September, 1999.

ch"#s'i. Siegel, Mdyor O
Attest: Iﬂa’

Maork J. Quamu
Mark J. Quarry, Clerk G

David M. Waltz, Municipal Admmlstrator

Approved as to form:

s
e

-{, ', -, ) . (
Mark A. Vander Laan, Solicitor

Posted on Bulletin Board: 9-17-99




I, Clerk of the City of Silverton, Ohio, certify that on the 16th day of September, 1999 the
foregoing Resolution was published pursuant to Article XIII, Section 2 of the Charter of the City of Silverton,
Ohio by posting true copies of said Resolution at all of the places of public notice.

Mark J. Quarry, Clerk

I, Clerk of the City of Silverton, Ohio, certify that the attached is a true and correct copy of
Resolution No. 322,” A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE MUNICIPAL ADMINISTRATOR TO SUBMIT
APPLICATION TO, AND TO ENTER INTO CONTRACT WITH THE OHIO PUBLIC WORKS
COMMISSION FOR STATE CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (SCIP) FUNDS”, passed on the 16th

day of September, 1999,

Mark J. Quarry, Clerk 6
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RESULTING EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITIES

Temporary Emplovment: It is anticipated that 10 to 15 temporary consiruction jobs
will be created as a result of this project.

Full-time Employment: It is not anticipated that any new full-time employment will
result from the proposed infrastructure activity.




PROJECT APPLICATION - MUNICIPAL ROAD FUND

INSTRUCTIONS: Use one form for sach project.

1)
{2)
(3)
{4}

{5}

{6)

(7)

{8}

{9)

{10}

{11}

{12)

{13}

Assign priority to projects.

The applicatlon cost estimate shall be prepared: By the Municipality's
Engineer or a Registerad Engineer of the Municipality's choosing.
Submit bafore August 6.

Munlcipality City of Silverton

Road Name Stewart Road Stormwater Improvements

Project Limits _1.150" north of eenterline of [-71 to south corporation line

Project Priority (1) 2000

Present Roadway Data:

{al Pav't. Width 31'- 60" {b} R/W Width _60' average {e} Curb Type _ Rollad

{d} Type Surfaca Asphelt overlay {8) Type Basa Conaratg (f) Shidr. Type None

- - -
(g} Shidr. Width _N/A {h} Year Last Resurfaced _1887

Present condition of project area: List deficiencles and reasons for improvement.

{See attached shest)
Projact descri'gtlun or_statemant of work to be done: Include width and type of new
pavement and other project particulars.

(Ses attached sheet}
Iraffic Data: (a) Present Volume 10,600 VBD (b} Date of Count 19891

Cost Estimate:

When enginearing plans are necessary, list the followlng costs:

(a) Preparation of preliminary plans & estimates, etc. - $ 2,500.00
{b} Preparation of final plans & estimates, etc. § §0,000.00
Construction Cost Estimate (1) L] 600,000.00
$
§

Other Costs {specify) N/A

Total Project.Cost far which application to MRF is made 112,600.00 *
Estimated date construction can be started after approval August 2000

Estimated date construction can be started if not funded 100% from Municipal Road Fund
Unknown,

Cost Estimate Prepared By: David M. Emerick, P.E. Date: 7/23/99

Application Prepared By: CDS Associates, Inc. Date: 7/23/99

* Represents engineering and a 10% construction match
A 5CIP Application will be submitted for construction cost

FORM MRF-1
REV, 6/74



(6) Present condition of project area: List deficiencies and reasons for improvement.

The existing storm sewers are in failed condition and are non-functional. The roadway has been
overlaid several times with no milling. Very little curb remains to control stormwater. The
existing inlet structures are non-functional; the pavement has been overlaid to an elevation near
the top of the inlet openings. The inlets are obsolete with walls crumbling and some broken
outlet pipes. The existing storm sewers consist of deteriorated clay pipe with many misaligned,
leaky joints. Many of the storm sewer pipes are clogged with rocks and debris. Most storm
sewer outlet headwalls do not extend to the creek (about 200ft. west of Stewart) and have been
filled in. The areas behind the curbs are heavily eroded and adjacent properties are experiencing

flooding and damage to their property from rapidly flowing stormwater.

The stormwater tributary of Stewart Road extends % mile to the east (up the bill and two-thirds
of the way to Kenwood Rd.) and a mile to the north all the way to Montgomery Rd. All of the
runoff areas must cross Stewart Road to reach the Duck Creek about 2001t. to the west. During
heavy rains, the runoff from a 45 acre drainage area washes rock down the ditchline adjacent to
the northbound I-71 off ramp and clogs the inlets at Stewart Road. The stormwater runoff then
overflows onto Stewart Road and travels down the road uncollected. Periodically, stormwater
flows deep enough on Stewart Road to require lane closures. The rocks and debris must be
cleaned off the road after all storms. Stormwater flows from these area have caused severe
erosion problems at the edges of Stewart Road.

North of I-71 a stone headwall (48" diameter conduit) is buckling and separating. Branches and
debris are continually blocking the inlet end of this conduit, which crosses Stewart Road.
Maintenance crews must periodically clear branches from bends in the conduit.

Erosion has developed at the outlet end of the 9°x12’ concrete box culvert located south of I-71.

A scour hole approximately 50° in diameter and at least 10’ deep has developed at the outlet end
of the 10°x14’ box culvert located south of I-71. The foundation has been undermined. The
concrete is spalled and the top slab of the box Jeaks water. The upstream channel bank is eroded
and there is no parapet or guardrail to protect vehicles from dropping over the end of the culvert.

(7) Project description or statement of work to be done: Include width and type of new
pavement and other project particnlars.

Provide a substantially new storm drainage system per January 1994 plans developed by CD3
Associates, Inc. for Hamilton County.

Replace most existing inlets with CB-3 and CB-3M caich basins with vane grates. Add
additional inlets, catch basins, and storm conduit where necessary to provide proper drainage
capacity. At all existing CB-3 catch basins install vane grates and rebuild tops.

Provide I-2A-12 or I-2A-20 inlets where the spread of the stormwater runoff is a problem along
the strest.

Replace or abandon all existing inadequate storm conduit. Clean remaining existing storm
conduits. Replace any broken or cracked conduits. Extend all headwalls westward to the Duck
Creek. Provide erosion protection at all outlets.

Remove and replace existing Type 2 curb and gutter for the entire length of the project at a raised
elevation to provide proper storm water conirol.

Replace 48” culvert headwall north of 1-71 & install bollard trash rack.
Provide grouted rock channel protection at 9°x12’ concrete box outlet.
At 14'x10 box culvert, improve chaunel upstream by relocating existing rock channel protection

onto outer banks. Provide grouted rock channel protection at outlet to help stop scouring.
Provide guardrail at this location to protect cars.



TRAFFIC CERTIFICATION STATEMENT

This 1s to certify that the 24-hour traffic volume has been obtained from the 1991 QKI
Regional Traffic Count Directory. This was a machine count conducted by Hamilton
County.

Dﬂwb‘%/ % éw“ﬂzy

SIGNATURE DATE
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1991 OK! REGIONAL TRAFFIC COUNT DIRECTORY

HAMILTON COUNTY

Location

SPRINGDALE RD E OF PIFPIN RD

SPRINGDALE RD N OF BLUE ROCK CONNECTOR
SPRINGDALE RD S OF BLUE ROCK CONNECTOR
SPRINGDALE RD W OF LAKE FOREST CIRCLE
SPRINGDALE AD W OF MILL RD

SPRINGDALE RD W OF MILL RD
SPRINGDALE RD W OF PIPPIN RD

ST LAWRENCE AVE W OF RUTLEDGE AVE
ST LAWRENCE AVE W OF RUTLEDGE AVE
ST VINCENT RD W OF KENWCOD RD

STANLEY AVE N OF KELLOGG AVE (US-52)
STATE AVE N OF ERNEST AVE
STATE RD E OF FIVE MILE RD
STATE RD W OF FIVE MILE RD
STATE ST S OF WESTERN HILLS VIADUCT

STEPHENS RD E OF INDIANA STATE LINE
Egj%ﬁ%@_\ﬂgmﬂﬁﬂ%mqf’
TEWART RD N OF RAMP TO |-71 SB
STEWART RD S OF EUCLID AVE
STEWART RD § OF KENARBRE RD

STEWART RD S OF MONTGOMERY RD (US-22-3)
STRIMPLE RO N OF HARRISON RD

STRIMPLE RD N OF HARRISON RD

STRIMPLE RD W OF MT HCPE RD

STRUBLE RD E OF PIPPIN RD

STRUBLE RD E QF POTTINGER RD
STRUBLE RD W OF BURLINGTON RD
STRUBLE RD W OF PIPPIN RD
STRUBLE RD W OF POTTINGER RD
SUMMIT RD E OF EDGEMONT RD

SUMMIT RD E OF READING RD (US-42)

SUMMIT RD S OF SECTION RD

SUMMIT RD W OF READING RD (US-42)
SUSPENSION BRIDGE RD E OF LAWRENCEBURG RD
SUSPENSION BRIDGE RD E OF LAWRENCEBURG RD

SUSPENSION BRIDGE RD W OF KILBY RD
SUTTON RD N OF RELLOGG AVE
SUTTOMN RD N OF SALEM RD

SUTTON RD N OF WAYSIDE AVE

~ SUTTON RD S OF SALEM RD

SUTTON RD S OF WAYSIDE AVE

‘SYCAMORE ST N OF CENTRAL PKWY (US-42)
SYCAMORE ST N OF THIRD ST

SYLVED RD N OF MUDDY CREEK RD
SYLVED RD N OF SIDNEY RD

SYLVED RD S OF MUDDY CREEK RD
SYLVED RD S OF SIDNEY RD

TAYLOR RD W OF BRIDGETOWN RD (SRH-264)
THIRD ST W QF BROADWAY

THIRD ST W OF MAIN ST

TR o 7

52

City/Village

CINCINNATI
CINCINNATI

CINCINNATI
CINCINNATI

CINCINNATI

CINCINNATI
CINCINNATI

CINCINNATI

CINCINNATI
CINCINNATI
CINCINNATI

CINCINNATI
CINCINNATI

: Sta.
ADT Year Typs
8100 1991 4
7400 1991 4
8800 1991 4
2700 1931 5
6800 1891 4
6800 191 5

10100 1891 4
3300 1891 6
2900 1991 6
2200 1991 4
6100 1991 6
8700 1991 3
8300 1991 4
5700 1991 4
6100 1891 3
1000 1991 5
1400 1981 5

(Goseo  "188i 53
8700 1991 5

10600 1591 S

9300 1991 8
500 1991 5
400 1991 3
200 1991 5

4100 1991 4

6100 1991 4

1200 1981 5

5800 1991 4

5900 1981 4

7300 1991 5

4700 1991 g

12500 1981 5
3800 1991 6
3300 1991 3
3400 1991 5
3600 1991 5
4700 1991 4
80CO 1991 4
9700 1991 6
7100 1991 4
9100 1931 6
7700 1991 6
6900 1991 6
8700 1991 4
4500 1991 4
6000 1991 4
3300 1991 4
3700 1991 2

11100 1991 6
S000 1991 8
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ADDITIONAL SUPPORT INFORMATION

For Program Year 2000 (July 1, 2000 through June 30, 2001), jurisdictions shall provide the
following support information to help determine which projects will be funded. Information on
this form must be accurate, and where called for, based on sound engineering principles.

Documentation to substantiate the individual items may be required by the Support Staff if

information does not appear to be accurate.

1) What is the condition of the existing infrastructure to be replaced, repaired, or expanded?
For bridges, submit a copy of the current State Form BR-86.

Closed Poor X
{(many sections of existing storm
sewers are non-functional)

Fair Good

Give a brief statement of the nature of the deficiency of the present facility such as: inadequate
load capacity (bridge); surface type and width; number of lanes; structural condition; substandard
design elements such as berm width, grades, curves, sight distances, drainage structures, or
inadequate service capacity. If known, give the approximate age of the infrastructure to be

replaced, repaired, or expanded.

See attached "Nature of the Deficiency of the Present Facility".

2) If State Capital Improvement Program funds are awarded, how soon (in weeks or months)
after receiving the Project Agreement from OPWC (tentatively set for July 1, 2000) would
the project be under contract? The Support Staff will be reviewing status reports of
previous projects to help judge the accuracy of a particular jurisdiction's anticipated project

schedule.

6 week(Circle one)
Are preliminary plans or engineering completed? No
Are detailed construction plans completed? Yes

Are all right-of-way and easements acquired? * No N/A

* Please answer the following if appiicable:

No. of parcels needed for project: 13 of these, how many are Takes _ 0
10 Temporary Construction Fasements, Permanent 3 Storm Sewer Easements.

On a separate sheet, explain the status of the ROW acquisition process of this project for any
parcels not yet acquired.

Are all utility coordinations completed No N/A

Give an estimate of time, in weeks or months, to complete any item above not yet completed.

6 Week

Page |



Right-of-wav Status:

The easement acquisition process will commence on this project after detailed design.

Establishment plats have already been completed showing the required easements,



3)

4)

5)

How will the proposed project affect the general health and safety of the service area?
(Typical examples may include the effects of the completed project on accident rates,
emergency response time, fire protection, health hazards, user benefits, commerce, and

highway capacity.) Please be specific and provide documentation if necessary to
substantiate the data.

See atiached "Health and Safety”

What type of funds and what percent of the project cost are to be utilized for matching
funds for this project?

Federal %0 ODOT % Local X 10 %

MRF X 10% OWDA % CDBG %o

NOTE: If MRF funds are being used for matching funds, the MRF application must have
been filed by August 6, 1999 for this project with the Hamilton County

Engineer's Office.

Has any formal action by a federal, state, or local government agency resulted in a ban of
the use or expansion of use for the involved infrastructure? (Typical examples include
weight limits, truck restrictions, and moratorivms or limitations on issuance of building
permits.) A copy of the approved legislation must be submitted with the application.

THE BAN MUST HAVE BEEN CAUSED BY A STRUCTURAL/OPERATIONAL

PROBLEM TO BE VALID.

Complete Ban Other Ban

(specify)
NoBan X

Will the ban be removed after the project is completed?

Yes No

Page 2



6)

7)

8)

9)

What is the total number of existing users that will benefit as a result of the proposed
project?

ADT= _10.500 x1.20= 12.600 users / day

For roads and bridges, multiply current documented Average Daily Traffic by 1.20. For
public transit, submit documentation substantiating the count. Where the facility
currently has any restrictions or is partially closed, use documented traffic counts prior to

the restriction. For storm sewers, sanitary sewers, water lines, and other related facilities,
multiply the number of households in the service area by 4.

Has the jurisdiction prioritized PY 2000 applications from one through five? (See
attached sheet to list projects).

Yes X No

Give a brief statement concerning the regional significance of the infrastructure to be
replaced, repaired, or expanded.

See attached.

For roadway betterment projects, please provide the existing and proposed Level of
Service (LOS) of the facility using the methodology outlined within AASHTO's
"Geometric Design of Highways and Streets" and the 1985 Highway Capacity Manual.

Existing LOS Proposed LOS

If the proposed LOS is not "C" or better, explain why LOS "C" cannot be achieved.
(Attach separate sheets if necessary.)

N/A

How will the proposed project alleviate serious traffic problems or hazards?

Storm sewer system improvements will alleviate the erosion of shoulders and build up of

stones and debris on the roadway after storms.
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10}

11)

Will the proposed project generate user fees or assessments?

Yes No X

If yes, what user fees and/or assessments will be utilized?

How will the proposed project enhance economic growth? (Please be specific)

Alleviation of heavy uncontrolled storm water flows and associated erosion of property

adjacent to Stewart Road will allow Silverton to maintain the roadway better and promote

retention of businesses in the corridor.

What fees, levies or taxes pertains to the proposed project? (Note: Item must be related
to the type of infrastructure applied for. Example: a road improvement project may not
count fees to water customers for points, or vice-versa),

Residents are subject to the Hamilton County $5.00 License Tax Fee

Page 4



'Nature of the deficiency of the present facilitv':

The existing storm sewers are in failed condition and are non-functional. Many inlets are
collapsed or plugged. The roadway has been overlaid several times with no milling. The
pavement surface elevation is near the top of some window inlets. Very little curb remains to
control stormwater. The inlets are obsolete with walls crumbling and some broken outlet pipes.
The existing storm sewers consist of deteriorated clay pipe with many misaligned, leaky joints.
Many of the storm sewer pipes are clogged with rocks and debris. Most storm sewer outlets do
not extend to the Duck Creek (about 200 ft. west of Stewart) and have been filled over. The
areas behind the curbs are heavily eroded and adjacent properties are experiencing storm water
inundation and damage to their property from rapidly flowing stormwater. :

During heavy rains, the runoff from a 45 acre drainage area washes rock down the ditch line
adjacent to the northbound I-71 off ramp and clogs the inlets at Stewart Road. A massive
amount of stormwater runoff then overflows onto Stewart Road and travels down the road
uncollected, carrying with it rocks and debris.

North of I-71 a stone headwall (48" diameter conduit) is buckling and separating. Branches and
debris are continually blocking the inlet end of this conduit, which crosses Stewart Road.
Maintenance crews must periodically clear branches from this entrance and from bends in the
conduit.

Erosion has developed at the outlet end of the 9°x12” concrete box culvert located south of I-71.
A scour hele approximately 507 in diameter and at least 10° deep has also developed at the outlet
end of the 10’x14” box culvert located south of [-71. The foundation has been undermined. The
concrete is spalled and the top slab of the box leaks water. The upstream channel bank is eroded
and there is no parapet or guardrail to protect vehicles from dropping over the end of the culvert.

Due to inlet capacity problems, stormwater over tops curbs north of I-71, inundating a house
located south of the BP Station.

Health and Safetv:

Periodically, stormwater flows deep enough on Stewart Road to require lane closures in order to
protect motorist safety. After most storms, the rocks and debris that accumulate on the road must
be cleaned off before the road can be reopened to the homes and businesses in the area. High
stormwater flows from these areas have caused severe erosion problems and rutting along the
edges of the road. Standing water after storms in these areas also causes health risks to nearby
residences and businesses. The amount of road closures and high stormwater negatively impact
business welfare and development in the area. Heavy, uncontrolled stormwater flows onto
adjacent properties and flood the businesses all along Stewart Road, causing property damage
including erosion of yards, pavements, and water in lower floors of homes and businesses.



There are problems with existing sanitary sewer overflows. This effluent combines with the
largely uncontrolled stormwater flows, which inundate the adjacent properties creating health
hazards.

Regional Significance:

Stewart Road is an arterial, which feeds downtown commuting traffic onto I-71. It serves a
regional traffic base, including the Cities of Silverton and Madeira, Columbia Township,
Sycamore Township (Kenwood), and Madisonville within the City of Cincinnati. It feeds traffic
to regional attractions such as the Kenwood Town Center, Kenwood Mall, and many other retail
centers and businesses in this highly commercialized area.

The tributary area of the Duck Creek at the downstream end of the project is approximately 1100
Acres or 1.71sq mi. This area extends 2 mi. northward, just past Montgomery Road, ¥ mi. west
to Ohio Avenue, and ¥% mi. east, two-thirds of the distance to Kenwood Road. The storm sewer
system on Stewart Road must collect approximately 150 Acres of runoff. Another 273 Acres of
runoff must cross under Stewart Road through three different culverts.



ADDITIONAL SUPPORT INFORMATION

PRIORITY LISTS OF PROJECTS

PROGRAM YEAR 2000
ROUND 14

Name of Jurisdiction: CITY OF SILVERTON

Please supply the Integrating Committee a listing, in order of priority, of all
projects applied for in this round of funding. A maximum of five points may
be listed for the purpose of assigning priority.

Prioritv Name of Project (as listed on the application)

1 STEWART ROAD DRAINAGE IMPROVEMENTS
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SCIF/LTIP PROGRAM
ROUND 14 - PROGRAM YEAR 2000
PROJECT SELECTION CRITERIA
JULY 1, 2000 TO JUNE 30, 2001

NAME OF APPLICANT: __City o{ Silve fou

NAME OF PROJECT: _Stawact RJ. Nagimeee Tmpeovemensdis

SCIP LTIP
4 ,”

FIELD SCORE: 3 5_7 FIELD SCORE: 72 g) 'f7' '

APPEAL SCORE: APPEAL SCORE:

FINAL SCORE: FINAL SCORE:

NOTE: See the attached *Addendum To The Rating System” for definitions,
explanations and clarifications to each of the criterion points of this rating
system.

1) What is the physical condition of the existing infrastructure that is to be replaced or repaired?

25 - Failed scip 11 X 5 = g9
23 - Critical

20 - Very Poor LTIP f:T‘Hi—fx_u____-ﬁ—‘!_A—*r*”*“*f* 7
17 - Paor

15 - Moderately Poor
10 - Moderately Fair
5 - Fair Condition

0 - Good or Better

2) How important is the project to the safefy of the Public and the citizens of the District and/or service
area?
25 - Highly significant importance scip 2¢ X 1= __Z_P_
20 - Considerably significant importance 1>
15 - Moderate importance LT 22 X 4 = &

10 - Minimal importance
0 - No measurahbie impact

3) How important is the project to the fiealth of the Public and the citizens of the District and/or service
area?
25 - Highly significant importance SCiP ,g.'ﬁ) X 1 = *&5@'
20 - Considerably significant importance
15 - Moderate importance LTIP s X o = o

10 - Minimal importance
0 - No measurable impact

4) Does the project help meet the infrastructure repair and replacement needs of the applying jurisdiction?
Nate: Jurisdiction’s priority listing (part of the Additional Support Information) must be filed with application(s).

25 - First priority project sCip 25 X 3 = 75
20 - Second priority project 2 j/
156 Third priority project LTIP 15 X 1 0=

10 - Fourth priority project
§ - Fifth priority project or lower



5) Will the compieted project generate user fees or assessments? {D
5 =

scip 1D X 5
10 - No O
0-Yes LTiP X X 0=
6) Economic Growth — How the completed project will enhance economic growth (See definitians).
10 — The project will directly secure significant new employers SCIP 3 X0 = O
7 - The project will directly secure new empioyers / a
5 — The project will secure new employers LTiP 3 Xx_4 =

3 — The project will permit more development
0 — The project will not impact development

7) Matching Funds - LOCAL

10 - This project is a loan or credit enhancement SCIP 4 x 5 = < o
10 — 50% or higher
8 - 40% to 49.99% LTIP H X 1 = 7

6 — 30% to 39.99%
4 — 20% to 29.99%
2-10% to 19.99%
0 — Less than 10%

8) Matching Funds - OTHER

10 - 50% or higher SCIP L X 2 = L_/
8 — 40% to 49.99% | O
6 — 30% to 39.99% LTIP 2 _X_5 =

4 - 20% to 29.99%
2-10% to 19.99%
1-1% to 9.99%

0 - Less than 1%

9) Wiil the project alleviate serious traffic problems or hazards or respond to the future level of service
needs of the district? (See Addendum for definitions)
O
10 - Project design is for future demand. SCIP 4 X_0 =
8 - Project design is for partiai future demand.
6 - Project design is for current demand. LTIP 4 X 10 = ( D
4 - Project design is for minimal increase in capacity.
2 - Project design is for no increase in capacity.
10) Ability to Proceed - If SCIFP/LTIP funds are granted, when would the construction
contract be awarded? (See Addendum concerning delinquent projects)
SCIP _5 X_5 = _ k5
LTIP _ S X5 =_&X5

5 - Wiil be under contract by December 31, 2000 and no delinquent projects in Rounds 11 & 12
2 - Will be under contract by March 31, 2001 and/or one delinquent project in Rounds 11 & 12

0 - Will not be under contract by March 31, 2001 and/or more than one delinquent project in Rounds 11 & 12



11) Does the infrastructure have regional impact? Consider origination and destination of traffic, functionai
classifications, size of service area, number of jurisdictions served, etc, (See Addendum for definitions)

10 - Major impact SCIP _é'___ X6 = _._i
8-
6 - Moderate impact LTIP ..[3_ X1 = _é;
4-

2 - Minimal or no impact

12) What is the overall economic health of the jurisdiction?

10 Points SCIP. 94 x_2 = _ It
8 Points
6 Points LTIP 9 x0 =_0
4 Points
2 Points
13) Has any formal action by a federal, state, or [ocal government agency resulted in a partial or complete
ban of the usage or expansion of the usage for the involved infrastructure?
10 - Complete ban, facility closed SCIP O x 2 = o
8 — 80% reduction in legal load or 4 wheeled vehicles only
7 - Moratorium on future development, not functiening for current demand
6 ~ 60% reduction in legal load
5 - Moratorium on future deveiopment, functioning for current demand
4 - 40% reduction in legal load D
2 — 20% reduction in legal load LTIP O x 2 =

0 - Less than 20% reduction in legal load

14) What is the total number of existing daily users that will benefit as a result of the proposed project?

10 - 16,000 or more scip _& X 2 = _/2'.._
8 -12,000 to 15,998
6 - 8,000 to 11,999 e 6 x5 = 30
4 - 4,000 to 7,999
2 - 3,999 and under
15) Has the jurisdiction enacted the optional $5 license plate fee, an infrastructure levy, a user fee, or

dedicated tax for the pertinent infrastructure? (Provide certification of which fees have been enacted.)

5 - Two or more of the ahove SciP 3 x § = 15
3 - One of the abhove
0 - None of the above LTIP 3 x 5 = 15




ADDENDUM TO THE RATING SYSTEM

General Statement
Foints awarded for all items will be based on engineering experience, field verification, application information and other
information supplied by the applicant, which is deemed to be relevant by the Support Stafi. The examgles listed below

are not 8 complete list, but only a small sampling of situations that may be relevant to a given proiect.

Criterion 1 - Condition

Condition is based on the amount of deterioration that is field verified or documented exclusive of capacity,
serviceability, or health and safety issues. Condition is rated only on the facility being repaired or shandoned.
(Documentation may include: QDOT BRB6& reports, pavement management condition reports, televised underground
system reports, age inventory reports, maintenance records, etc., and will only be cansidered if included in the original
application.)

Noite:

Definitions:

Failed Condition - requires complete reconstruction where no part of the existing facility is salvageable. (E.g.
Roads: complete reconstruction of roadway, curbs and base; Bridges: complete removal and repiacement of
bridge; Underground: removal and replacement of an underground drainage or water system; Hydrants:
completely non functioning and replacement pans are unavailable.)

Critical Condition - requires moderate or partial reconstruction to maintain integrity. (E.g. Roads: reconstruction
of roadway/curbs can be saved: Bridges: removal and replacement of bridge with abutment modification;
Underground: removal and replacement of part of an underground drainage or water system; Hydrants: some
non-functioning, cthers ohsoiete and replacement parts are unavailable.)

Very Poor Condition - requires extensive rehabilitation to maintain integrity. (E.g. Roads: extensive full depth,
partial depth and curb repair of a roadway with a structural overlay; Bridges: superstructure repiacement;
Underground: repair of joints and/or minor replacement of pipe sections; Hydrants: non-functioning and
replacement parts are availabie.)

Poor Condition - requires standard rehabilitation to maintain integrity (E.g. Roads: moderate full depth, partial
depth arid curb repair to a roadway with neo structural overlay needed or structural overlay with miner repairs 1o a
roadway needed; Bridges: extensive patching of substructure and replacement of deck; Underground: insituform
or other in ground repairs; Hydrants: functional, but leaking and replacement parts are unavailable.

Moderately Poor Condition - requires minor rehabilitation to maintain integrity. (E.g. Roads: minar full depth,
partial depth or curb repairs to a roadway with either a thin averlay or no overlay needed; Bridges: major
structural patching and/or major deck repair; Hydrants: functional and replacement parts are avaiiabie.}
Moderately Fair Condition - requires extensive maintenance to maintain intearity. (E.g. Roads: thin or no
overiay with extensive crack sealing, minor partial depth and/or slurry or rejuvenation; Bridges: minor structural
patching, deck repair, erosion control.)

Fair Condition - requires routine maintenance to maintain integrity. (E.g. Roads: slurry seal, rejuvenation or
routine crack sealing to the roadway; Bridges: minor structural patching.)

Good or Better Condition - little to no maintenance required to maintain integrity.

If the Infrastructure is in "good" or better condition, it will NOT be considered for SCIP/LTIP funding unless it is an
expansion Project that will improve serviceability.

Criterion 2 — Safety

Note:

Definitions:

The design of the project is intended to reduce existing accident rate, promote safer conditions, and reduce the
danger of risk, liability or injury (e.g. widening existing roadway lanes to standard widths, adding lanes to a
roadway or bridge to increase capacity or alleviate congestion, replacing non functioning hydrants, increasing
capacity to a water sysiem, efc. (Documentation reqguired.)

Examples listed above are not a complete list, but only a small sampling of situations that may be relevant to a
given project. Each project is looked at on an individual basis to determine if any aspects of this category apply.

-



Criterion 3 — Health

Definitions:

The design of the project will improve the averall condition of the facility so as to reduce or eliminate potentiai far
disease, or correct concerns regarding the environmental heaith of the area (e.g. Improving or adding storm
drainage or sanitary facilities, replacing lead jointed water lines, etc.)

Note: Examples listed above are not a compiete list, but onily a small sampling of situations that may be relevant to a
given project. Each project is looked at on an individual basis to determine if any aspects of this category apply.

Criterion 4 — Jurisdiction’s Priority Listing
The jurisdiction shall submit a listing in priority order of the projects for which it is applying. Points will be awarded on
the basis of most to {east importance. The form is included in the Additional Support Information.

Criterion 5 — Generate Fees
Will the local jurisdiction assess fees for the usage of the facility or its products once the project is completed (example:
rates for water or sewer). The applying jurisdiction must submit documentation.

Criterion 6 — Economic Growth

Will the cornpleted project enhance economic growih and/or development in the service area?

Definitions:

Directly secure significant new emplovers: The project is specifically designed to secure a particular
development/employer(s), which will add at least 100 or more new employees. The applicant agency must supply
specific details of the development, the employer(s), and number of new permanent employees.

Directly secure new emplovers: The project is specifically designed to secure development/employers, which will add
at least 50 new permanent employees. The applying agency must supply detaiis of the development and the type and
number of new permanent employees.

Secure new emplovers: The project is specifically designed to secure development/empioyers, which will add 10 or
more new permanent employees, The applying agency must submit details,

Permit more developmenti: The project is designed to permit additional business development. The applicant must
supply details,

The project will not impact development: The project will have no impact on business development.

Criterion 7 — Matching Funds - Local
The percentage of matching funds which come directly frorm the budget of the appiying local government.

Criterion 8 — Matching Funds - Other
The percentage of matching funds that come directly from outside funding sources.

Criterion 9 — Alleviate Traffic Problems

The jurisdiction shall provide a narative, along with pertinent support documentation, describing the existing deficiencies
and showing how congestion or hazards will be reduced or eliminated and how service will be improved to meet the
needs of any expected growth or development. A formal capacity anaiysis accompanying the application would be
beneficial. Projected traffic or demand should be caiculated as follows:

Existing users x desian vear factor = projected users

Desiagn Year Desian year factor

Urban Suburban Rural
20 1.40 1.70 1.60
10 1.20 1.35 1.30

Definitions:

Future demand - Project will eliminate existing congestion or deficiencies and will provide sufficient capacity or service
for twenty-year projected demand or fully developed area conditions. Justification must be supplied if the area is already
largely developed or undevelopabie and thus the projection factors used deviate from the above table.
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Criterion 9 — Alleviate Traffic Problems - continued

Partial firture_demand — Project will eliminate existing congestion or deficiencies and will provide sufficient capacity or
service for ten-year projected demand or partially developed area conditions. Justification must be supplied if the area is
already largely developed or undevelopabie and thus the proiection factars used deviate from the above table.

Current demand — Project will eliminate existing congestion or deficiencies and will provide sufficient capacity or service
anly for existing demand and conditions.

Minimal increase — Project will reduce but not eliminate existing congestion or deficiencies and will provide a minimai
but less than sufficient increase in existing capacity or service for existing demand and conditions.

Na increase — Project will have no effect on existing congestion or deficiencies and provide no increase in capacity or
service for existing demand and conditions.

Criterion 10 - Ability to Proceed

The Support Staff will assign peints based on engineering experience and OPWC defined delinquent projects. A project
is considered delinquent when it has not received a notice to proceed within the time stated on the original application
and no time extension has been granted by the OPWC. A jurisdiction receiving approval for a project and subsequently
canceling the same after the bid date on the application may be considered as having a delinquent project.

Criterion 11 - Regional Impact
Definitions:

Major Impact - Roads: major mulii-jurisdictional route, primary feed route to an Interstate, Federal Aid Primary
routes.

Moderate Impact - Roads: principal thoroughfares, Federal Aid Urban routes

Minimal / No Impact - Roads: cul-de-sacs, subdivision streets

Criterion 12 — Economic Heaith
The jurisdiction’s economic heaith is predetermined by the District 2 Integrating Committee. The economic health of a
jurisdiction may periodically be adjusted when census and other budgetary data are updated.

Criterion 13 - Ban

The jurisdiction shall provide documentation to show that a facility ban or moratorium has been placed. The ban or
moratorium must have been caused by a structural or operational problem. Points will only be awarded if the end result
of the project will cause the han to be lifted.

Criterion 14 - Users

The applying jurisdiction shall provide documentation. Appropriate documentation may include current traffic counts,
households served, when converted to a measurement of persons. Public transit users are permitted to be counted for
the roads and bridges, but only when certifiable ridership figures are provided.

Criterion 15 — Fees, Levies, Etc.
The applying jurisdiction shall provide documentation to show which fees, levies or taxes is dedicated toward the type of
infrastructure being appiied for.



